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BBMARKS/AMC2UMENTS 

Claims I •»■ 4, 6 —15, 17 - 24, 26 2? r and 46 - 48 were previously pending; As. 
noted above, claims I, '% 4, 9 - 12, 14, IS, 20 ? 21, 23 ? 24, 2.9, ard 46 - 48 have been 
canceled; claims L ID, 12, 21, and 29 have been amended; and claims 49 - 52 have been 
added. Support for these amendments may be found throughout the Spsei&atioix 1 Thus, 
claims 2, 6 8, 13, 1? - 19, 22, 26 — 28, and 49 - 52 are now pending and subject to 
examination, 

Applicants respeetMiy request reconsidemtioi) of this application based <m the 
following ^marks. 

Cte Mejectmms - 35 US€ § 1&3 
Claims 1 - 4, 9- 1$, 20 - 24, 29, and 46 > 48 are refected under 35 USG § 103(a) as 
bemg unpatentable over Kolev (US Patent No, 6,125,283) in view of JCaplaa (US Patent No, 
5,884,193}. Claims 6 S 7 S 17, .18, 26 ? and 27 are rejected i^der § 103(a) as being unpateMabls 
over Kolev in view of Kaplan and Jonsson (US Patent No. 5,9 1 5*224} . Claims §> 1 % and 28 
are rejected -under § 103(a) as being impatemahle over Kolev, Kaplan^ Jonsson, and S&kai 
(US Psteat Ho. 7,010,296}. As noted above, claims L 9 - 1.2, 20, 21, 29, ami 46 - 48 have 
feeen canceled. Accordingly* the rejections of these claims are now moot To the extent the 
pending: rejections are applicable to the claims as currently pending, AppHcaMs. respectfully 
traverse these rejectiqns. 

New independent claims 49 52 kave added to recite subject matter to whick the 
Applicants are entitled. As noted above? these claims are fully supported throughout the 
Specification. These claims are allowable as there is no combination, of the cited references 
that discloses or sisggests the subject truster recited in claims 49 - 52, For exampie R -cWm 49 
is directed to a method of coMmimicatibns; via one of a plnrality of commmiicatioas cards 
■comprising, receiving an origination request for a o&U s the request including at least one input 
data field comprismg a dialing string; determining whether the dialing strmg indicates an 
emergency number and generating & first marking indicating that the call is allowed on each 
of the plurality of coinnmmcatioiis cards if the dialing string indicates m\ emergency Bomher; 
for each eom&unicatioss c&rd 5 determining whether the call is allowed based, at least in part, 
on the dialing strings md upon deioimining that the call is not allowed on a oommimications 



y Sm. Sp&oificatioii, paragraphs 24 arid 3 1 -39. 
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ea:rd ? generating- a second marking to indicate that the call is not allowed; for mch 
mmmimio&tiom cared where the call 1ms been determined to be allowed- detemsmmg 
whether the dialing string is to be altered* and upon detennming that the dialing string m to be 
altered, generating a iMtd marking indicating that tho dialing string is to be altered; 
generating two or more output data field% a first of the two ore more output data filed 
coBipsising the input : . dialing string or if the third markirig has tes&i generated, m altered 
dialing string, and a second of the two or . more output data fields comprismg one or more bits 
for hidieatmg the first, second, and third marMngs; and origmatitlg the call on a. selected 
network based on the two or triors output data fields. Independent claims- 50 - 52 includes 
similar features. None of the cited, references, . alone or in combination with each other, 
disclose or suggest this combination of features, 

Kolev relator generally to systeins. and methods for determining whether or not a user 
has a valid identification and is able to contmonicate over a particular network based on 
knowledge of eomoBinieations network supported service levels. However, Kolev does not 
disclose or suggest at least the features of generating a ..first, second, m& third markings; two 
or more ontput data SeMs comprising one or more bits; and originating a call on a selected 
network ; based: on the two or more output data fields, as claimed in the pending claims. The 
addition of arsy combination of Kaplan^ lom$<m, or Salcai does not overcome the deficiencies 
of fColev, as these references are also silent wife respect to these features. Accordingly, as 
&one of the cited referenoes. alone or m combination with each other, discloses, or suggest 
each and every feamre of the claims 49 - 52, Applicants respeetfeily request the allowance of 
claims 49 - 52, 

Claims 2 5 6-8, 13, 17— 19, 22, 26 - 28 each depend from one of independent claims 
49 - 52. As mch, claims 2 ? 6 - 8 ; 13, 17 » 19 ? 22, 26 - 28 are patentable ova-r the cited 
references at . ;least,fey - Viitiae of : £beir dependsn.ee on an allowable independent claim and the 
individual features each claim recites. 
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In light of these remarks A^pMemts submit that the application is to condition for 
allowance, for which. early action is requested. 

Please cli&rge any fees or overpayments that m&y be due wit& tins response to Deposit 
Account No . 17-0026, 
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Dated: November 20, 2009 



Respectfully 




itted. 



Direct: 858.658,1901 



QU ADCOMM Incofporated 

Attn: Patent Department 

5775 Morehouse Drive 

Saa Diego, California 92121-1714 

Telephone* (858) 658-5787 

Facsimile: (858) 658-2502 
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